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aain caapus of the University of South Carolina who were enrolled in 

iiine or aote seaester hours of course work (approxiaateiy 8 percent 
of the population) . The goal of the study was to describe bf f-campus 
students including their perceived needs so that their iajutt could be 
con-sidered in decision-naking processes. The results of the 

.questionnaires were analysed to eocaaine th^ students' views on'th^ 
following issues: (1) the potential use of facilities on campus; \ 
the desirability of a servicia and programning orgaMzat\on for 
comauters; (3) the relative importance of a variety of programs for 
commuters; {^) the degree of .usage of various means of communication; 
(5) the amocmt of time >spent' on campus by commuters; and (6) the 
desirabilit/y of/ social functions planned for> commuters. 
(Author/JHF) ...» 
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t X E>eBcriptive Stu4y of COTanuter Students at* the< Onivcrsitx of 
South Carolina, PaU 1974 \ . ' ' 

» 

Nature and Scope of ^Study 

During the fall of 1974 a questionnaire (see Appendix A) was administered to a 
random saE?>le of 700 off-can^ms students at the main campus of the University of 
South Carolina mOxo were enrolled in nine or more semester hours of course work 
. (apptoximate?.y .8% of- the i>opulation) . ' The goal of the study W&s tp describe ■ 
off*can©us students including their perceived needs so th^t their input could be 
considered in decision making processes. . 

• ' * ' • 

The following is an an^ysis of thV results Sf tljis questionnaire.. The isgyas 
examined were the students' v^.ews on the following issues r (lY The potential yse 
of facilities on campus, (2) The desirability of a service and programming or^i' 

V. zation forv^gcmmuters, (3). The relative impoi^taz^ce of a variety of prc^rams for 
coBBniters^ (4) The degree of usage of various means of communication^ (5) The 
amount* of time?>ent: on campus by commuters, and (6) The. desirability bf, social - 

^ ' f xjjictions planned for commuters . 

!• . Facilities ' ' , . 

At the time of this study, the University of South Carolina' was in the beginning - 
stages of a project to expand and remodel its Union Building. In ord^r to have 
information concerning the degree of desirability of potential facilities, the 
following question was asked: "Would you use the following facilities if they 
■ were available on calhpus?" No significant differences were found betweei^male 
and finale responses. 
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. TMLE 1 

Percentages of students who would use various proposed facilities, by marital Vtat 





MARRIED 


SINGLE 


• OTHER 


TOTM. 


lounges with free telephones 
for local calls 


91.0 


92.2 ^ 


85.7 


92.0 


Lockers 


35.8 ■ 


38.3 


20J0 


. 36.9 


Day beds in lounges . < 


11.8 


38.2 


20.0 


26.3 . 


Mail boxes 


28.8 


40.7 


20.0 


35.6 


Study louilges in libreuries 


77.6 


90.1 


66.7. 


84.7 



Conoaents : 

1. students were more likely to use lounges with free telephones for local calls 
(9.2.0%) andebudy lounges in libraries (84.7%> than other proposed facilities. 

^\ . In every case, single students were more likely tiian ^jarried' students to respond 
they wduld use the proposed facilities. 



TABLE 2 



Percentai^e of students who would use various proposed facilities, by classification 





FRESHMAN 


«OPHC»IORE 


/ iJUNIOR 


SENIOR 


GRADUATE 


TOTAL 


Lounges with 
fre^ telephones 
for local 'Chills 


§4.4 


100^0 

m. 


,^97.8 ' 


90.7 


81.8 


92.0 


Lockers 


45.2- 


48 J 3 


, 38.5 


ft 

20.0 


33.3 


36.9 


Day beds ip lounges 40.6 


29*6 


. 31.6 


25.0 


•12.8 


29.3 


Mail boxes 


,59*4 ^ 


33.3 


32.5 


38.1 


20.8 


35.6 


Study loungep in 
libraries 


93.8 


,. 90.3 


81.4 


' 85.7 


76.4 


' 84.7 


Comment^i * , 




0 










1. In. every case. 


greater percentages of undergraduates 


than graduate students 





responded that they would use proposed facilities. 



2. Seniors* were less likely to repor't that they would use lounges with free 

, • * * \' " 

telephones for local calls, lockers day beds in Xounges than other under- „ 

graduates. i ' 

\ ^ ^ . ' ' 

3^^ *The majority of freshmen reported that they TOuld use nallbox^ if available 

\ ' • 

.1 on campus. 

Organization for Commuters 

- — ' * - ' — " • > 

A group of studentSvWithxn the USC Student Government Association has been in- 
vestigating the^ feasibility of establishiAg a commuter student org^mization. They' 
have studied similar organizations at 'other universities, but have received little 
substantial data on the level of interest for such an organization among the students 
For this reason the following two questions were asked: "Hov; importemt do you think 
it is that a service and programming organization be designed specifically for off- 
campus students?" and "Would you be an active participant in such an organization?" 
No distinguishing differenced were found in male and female^esponses. 

. ' ' TABLE 3 

Importance of a service and programming organization specifically for commuters, 
.by marital status. " 



Very important 
Somewhat important* 
Not important 

I 

Percentage of students who would actively participate in a service and programming 
organization specifically for commuters, by-maritair^tatus. 

V !4ARRIED ^ SINGLE OTHER TOTAL 

I . ' 43.8 56.8 66.7 53.0 



MARRIED 


, '"Single 

i 


OTHER 


TOTAL 


29.5 • 


■ " 45.0 


42.9 


38.8 


59.0 


45.0 


57.1 


51.5 


11.5 


10.0 


0.0 


. 9.7 



Cemnents : * • • ^ ' ' * • 

1. About 90% of all respondents repor.t«^ that a service and progra mmin g organiza- 

tion would be somewhat or very important to them. 

* / 

2. Even though similar percentages of single and married students responded that 
a service and programming organization would be somewhat or very important to ' 
them, single students were more likely to report that such an organization was 
very inqportant to them. 

3. A majority of all respondents reported that they would actively participate in 
such an organization, i ^ 

4. A major ity^of single students (56-8%) reported thalfthey would actively partici- 

■* • ' 

pate in such an organization compared to only 43,8% of niarried respondents. 



TABLE 4 , 

Importeuice of a service and programming organization specif icatlly for commuters, 
by 'classification. . ^ * ' 



/ FRESHMAN 


SOPHOMORE 


JUNIOR 


SENIOR 


GRADUATE 


TOTAL 


Very important 51'. 4 


32.4 


40.0 


51.2 


25.9 


38.8 ■ 


Somewhat important . 37 . 1 


.52.9 


,53.3 


- 44.2 


' 62.1 


51.5 


Not importemt 11.4 


14.7 ' 


6.7 


4.7 


12.1 


1 9.7 . 


Percentage of students who would participate in a service an'd^ programming organiza- 
tion specifically for commuters, by classification. 


' FRESHMAN 


SOPHOMORE 


JUNIOR 


SENIOR 


GRADUATE 

"i 


TOTAL 


67.9 


46.4 


57.1 


51.3 


40.4 


53.0 
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Cbnments t't 

\ ' * * . - ^ • 

1. Juniors and seniors were somewhat more likely than other commuters to view a » . 

' ♦ 

service and. prp^ramming organization specifically for computers as important. 

*^ « • • 

' ^Howeyer, freshmen and seniors were more likely to report tha^ such an organiza- 
tion wag Very important to them. 

2. Freshmen were more likely than other students. to respond th^t thfey would, 
actively participate .in such an orgcin^zation. 



<5> 



III. Services for Commuters • , * • 

The Office for Off -Campus and Married Students in t^ie Di^sion^of Student Affaii^s/, 

provides certain serv4ce$ for cpmmuters. Because limited 'per sormel. and financial 

resources it has becQtae necessary to set priorities fpr services according to .the 

^ * • * ^ . , . ' 

importance attributed to them by ^students, for 'this reason the question v^s asked, 

"How important to you is it that these services' be provided?" . / . - \ ' , • 



Degree of importance attributed to various .poiyersity seri^ice^^for .trqmmutj^s^ by sex. 



The pravision 6f shuttle biises to trans^- 
port students from outlying campus 
parking lots 

Encouragement and incentives to 
form carpools 

Current information about campus 
events be more readily available 

Aid be given to students in their 
search for off -campus housing (for 
stfudents not living with parents) • 

. , /JBducationalr cultural, and social 
'events planned specifically for 
' commuters^ 



. ,'.V0^ 6t i5ome\/Bai: jihportant 



MALE 
■ ''2.5' 

. ' 65.3 

83.3 
58.5 



> 

72.8. 
94.0 
83.9 

64.6 



75'. 5, 

68.6 

91.9. 

83.6 



61.3 

f 
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. Copgnents: . -/ . * . 

^1. Connnuters reported that the mcJfi?t iatportant service the University could prpvide 
wuld be current information 'abotjt j^ampus events. (Note: In 1972 ef^drta were 

made to provide commuters^ With better information by distributing GAMECOCK news* 

' * ' ' '* 

• ***'■' ' . * ^ 

papers 'in fee academic buildings and by erecting outdoor bullBti|)i..>3ards hear 
commuter parkings lotb\ IShefr ef^oicts appax^ently did not s6lvef $iie problem*) , 
, Females wAreiore likely thaii mal^s tp-jrepq'ife /each^ inijjorfept* , 



Degree of igkportance attributed to various University searvicejs for commuters, by ^ 
maritai . status.^ . ' '* . ^ ' ^ " . » 



Ve^ or Somewhat Important 



. The prbvi|5it>n of shuttle buse3 
^to transport. students from 
outlying C2iDpus parking lots 

aicouragement ^d incentives to 
form carpools^- z*^ 



'MARRIED 



70.9 



63.3 
'82.3 



SINGLE . 
73.3' 



72.9 



OJHER'r ;TOTaL' 
'71.5 * 75.4 



71.5 



J - < 



96.9 



85.7 



79.5 



55.2' 



87.6 



66.6 



71.5* 



71.5 



91.7 
84 .2 I 



*1.4 



Current ipfonnatiori eiliout campus 
• events be more readily available 

Aid be .given \tq students in their' 
search^ for offe-can^jus housing (for 
Students notMving.^with parents) 

Educ^itiona]/ cultural, and social 
■ everit^s plai/ned specifically for 
- commuters 

Comments g \ \ ^ ' - .'^ ' ' 

.1. -Single. students attribuW greater importance to each service for commulEJers than 

did married students. . "■- 



<i5 
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-5ABLE 7 



0 *. 



V " ' Degree of importance attributed, to ^mrious University services for conanuters, ^by 
Qlassificationv * - . t.*'. * / ^ 



FRESH. 



SOPH, 
. 81. '8 



Veiry or Sooewha^t; Id^wrtant ♦ 
JUNIOR SENIOR . .GRADUAT^ 
76.7 ♦ 



76.1 



6§.6 



TOTAL * 
75.4 ^ 



67.6 



XOO.O 



69.6 



91.3 



76.7, 



90.7 



70.2 



89.6 



68-4 



91.7 



85.3 



82.2. 



79,1 



86.2 



84.2 



-63.-7 



57.2 



51.8 



61.4 



/.■>'■ rj.jlitie provision. of 86 . 2, 
, »'* \.shu€t5le' "buses to 
^J;". tratk^ptirt students 
;•■ '* fx'bia-'.out lying 

■ ■ ,C^«^ja§'pari'-ing lots" . 

. ;/>'■-,•■ » 
'.- ■ ■'■ . ' •"" .*. - 

; .; - • BnejJjuxaigetaent and 61.1 
. . • •<^;p(:e'nt;ii^es to ■ f prm 
' ' - .carpcSiis " 

\. Cvjryent-.-ijrEorjni-'f *' 88. 9 
. ,tion aBovt caitfpas 

A fevents ;be j^<»t^ ■>••..* • " " ' 
r* f eadily fw^ilafislW^ , • 

* / A^d-^be 'given -t,q. ? 88»6' 
, ' ^stijienl^s in tji^lr/. - ■ . , * • 

^ ,^feearch%,Jor/off^cS€^ *- : 

*hou^iixg .(^6r?^t\jdents 
t : nojl; ^'livingf '^n^th parents)* - , ; ' ' ' 

|. ; EdU^ti^ai/ eu^^^^^ 75.0 ;\ >^9..7- 

y I e^:ents.]^lann<2d * • 

• specif icaliy for ' . . ^ . ■ * . . 
/coromyiters • • , . v - ; * -j 

i, " . , . I '—r^ ' 

; / Coconents : ^ - ^ , ' ^ 

* tV L. Freshmen were more ?.ikely than other conimuters to rank as important: 1) provi- 
sion df shuttle buses to transpoirt students* from outlying campus' parking lot?; 
2) aiding students in their search for off-Campus housing; and 3) planh^ng edu-- 
^ ^ cational, culfural, and social events for commuters; . • - • ' ^ 

... 2. Commuter •s assessment of the importance of educational^ cultural, and social 
- 4 'events declined as they progressed throucfh college. ^ 

IV. Means of Distributing information . ^ - 

Hhe success of any project or service is dependent on the ability to inform the 
. * commuters of the services. For this reason commuters were asked, "How of ten do you 
O use«ie following sources to become informed about campus events or -serviced? 
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MALE . 




TOTAL 


■&1.-5 ^' 


90.8 . 


" 91.2 


91.7 


91.6 


"91.7 


69.4 


" 54.6. 


■ 62.8 




58.4 


61.^ 



TABLE 8 

Percentage of students using various methods of information dis^ibuti<>n, by &ex. 
. CepaCrtmental bulletin boards - 

' 'THE 6ame'cock \ ■ ■ ■>. . 

Russell Hous€t>bulletin boards 
Outdoor bulletin boards ' " 

- Comments !- ' ^ ' ^ 

1. Grea^ter percentages of commuters utilized^ departmental bulletin boards and the 
student newspaper as sources of information than Russell House or outdoor 
bulletin boardls. ^ » ' 

2. Males reported using all sources of information systems in somewhat greater 

percentages than females, j * ' \ 

/" 

TABLE 9 

Percentage of .students using various methods oi information distribution, by 
marital status. 



4 ^ 

Departmental "bulletin boards 

Tl^ GAMECOCK ^ 

• ' ^ 'J ^ 
Russell House bulletjiri boards 



Out<?oor bulletin boards 
Comments: \.* 



MARRIED 


SINGLE ' 


OTHER 


, TOTAL 


92.1 . 


Is 

90.7 


83.6 


,90.9 


, 94.7 


*93.0 ' 
70.5 


71. '5 

* 


- 9'2t? 


57.2 


14.3 


- ■ 63.8 


- 55.5 


68.3 - 


28.6. 


61.9 



1, Greater percentiles of single students than married students utilized Russell 
House and outdoor bulletin boardi^ fo^-. information on campus events. 



TABLE 10 . ^ 

. • ^ ' ■ : - '^^ 

Percentages of students using various methods of information distribution/ by 
Classification. ' , 





FRESHMEN 


\ SOPHOMORE 


. JUNlOIl 


SENIOR 


GRADUASEU-^fOTAL 


Departmentai 
bulletin boards 


91.2 


> 




88.6 


93.0 




92.0 


THE GAMECOCK 


79.-4 


. 97'. 0 


90.9 


95.2 = 


93.1 


91.5 


Russell House 
bulletin boards 


7i.5 


•i 


71.4 


57.7 


76.8' 


' " 46.4 

9 , 


63.1 


Outdoor bulletin 
boards 


69.7 




67.6 


68.8 


65.2 " 


40.4 


60.3 


Comments : 

















1. Seniors and graduate students were more likely jthan other comimiters to use 
^ departmental bulletin boards as a means of obtaining ir^formation.' 

2. Smaller percentages of freshmen read TEE GAMECOCK than did other respondents. 

3. Freshmen gained information fi^om departmental, bulletin boards in greater per;;^ 
ventages than they used any other medium of conmunicationr. ^ 

.4. Graduate students used outdoor^ bulletin boards, less than undergraduates. 

V. Time of ^ Departuife from Caripus^ - ' , • - * - 

The University Union and .other programming organizations often plan activities in 
the late afternoop atid at night. For this reason commuters wer^ •asked , "On the 
average what time' do you normally leave campus?"** There v;fere no significant <|iffer 
ences found in the respd);ises that could be contributed to marital status or sex. 



TABLE 11 

Tim^' of leaving campus ^ by classification. 

' . UNDERGRADUATE 



Before noon 

1 p.m. 

2 p.m. 

3 p.m. 

4 p.m. 

. afWr 4 p.m. 

CoHmients : 



9.6 
•^21.0 
17.2 
22.9 
15. 
14.0^ 



n 

GRADUATE 

> 3.4' 
5.2 
8.6; 
10.3 
19.'a 
■ . 53.4 



1. Over 90% of all commuters tsefoain on campus aft^ ^oon. ' ^ , 

2. Undergtaduates leave; campus much earlier |han do graduate students. . ^ 

3. Graduate students are much more likely than undergraduates to remain on campus 

. after 4 p.m. Tliis may be the result of the greater number of graduate class^s^ 

available only at night. . ^ . ' . 

*/ - ' , ' * ' ' 

^. Approximately half of all undergraduates lep^e campus before 2 p.m. 

VI. Interest in Social Functxons for Commuters ^ 
Student Government Association planned to have a social function fojf cpmmuters. 
In order to help SGA anticipate .the level of interest in such an affair and to 
provide ^ta helpful in setting a^time for the function, the following question vfas 
asked: "Would you attend a Social function specifically for commuters if i% were 



held at these times?" 



; TABLE 12 
Percentage of students who would attend social fimctions, by sex. 



-Percentage who would attend a 
social function during the day 

Percentage who n^ould, return to ' 
campus at night for" a social ' 
function 



/MALE 
A 65'. 5 

58.3 



' FEMAJJE 
' 64.2 



51.6 



TOTAL 
" 65.0 

56.5 



V Comments*: 



Ih. The majority of both sexes expressed interest in a social function for commuters 

2. Students reported that they would be^more* lijcely to attend a social function if 
it were held during the day thcin if they had to rettLrrt^ at night for it. 

3. Males were slightly more likely than females to respond that they would attend 

* • 

social functions at night*. 



■ ; ' " ' TABLE 13 

Percentage of students who would attendf^ social functions , by maorital statjjj^/>^ 

* 



Percentage who would' attend a 
social function dviring^e day 

Percentage who would return to 
oampus at night for a social 
function • 

Conments : 



HARRIED 
56.6 

42.1 



SING 



.OTHER ^ . 

65.0 



'63,1 



66.7 



60.0 



56.5 



1. Married students were less likely than single , students to respond that .they 



would attend a social fiinction for commuters. 



Percentage of students who would attend social functions, by classification. 



Percentage who would 
attend a social- f miction 
during the day 

Percentage who would retjlm 
tp campus at night for a 
social fiinction 



FRESHMEN 
69.7 

72.7 



SQ^HOMORE 
71.0 



62'! 



JUNIOR 
68,2 

53.3 



vSENIOR 
70.7 

51.2 



GRADUATE 
54.4 

48.2 
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^ Conments: 



1. The majority of all undergraduates in each clas6 Reported that they would 
attend a a>cial function 4uring the day or at night. 

2. Undergraduates were more 'likely to respond tihat they would attend social 

functi'on^^fthan woxild their graduate student conterparts. 

3* Connnuters were less likely to report they would attend social, functions at 

* 

night as their classification increased. ^ 



) 
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CONCLUSIONS 

Of all proposed facilities # commuters were most likely to indicate that tjhey would 
use lounges with free telephones for local calls and study lovmges in libraries. 
Single students .were more likely than married students and undergraduates were 
more likely than graduate stxidents to indicate they would use, the proposed 
facilities. 

Even though_9/)% of all respondents reported that a servic^|.and programming organic 

zation would be sooiewhat or very important to them, single students attributed. a 

greater degree of ixt^rtance to the organization than did married stizdents. A 

toajority of all respondents reporlted that they would be active participants in 

such an organization. Freshmen were more likely to respond that they would 

participate in a service and programming organization than upperclassmen or 

graduat^e students. , • . 

Of the services listed, commuters, reported that the most iirportant service the / 

University could provide for them would be current information , about campus events. 

Single students attributed greater importance to all services listed than did 

married students.^ 
t 

Conunuters were more likely to utilize departmental bulletin boards cmd the student 
newspsper as soiurces of information than Russell House or outdoor bulletin boards. 
Seniors and graduate students were more likely than other commuters to use depart- 
mental bulletin boards as a source of information, ^.'hile smaller percentages of 
fifeshmto read TEE GAMECOCK than did other respondents • * 

Even though OMpr 90% of all commuters remain on campus after noon, approximately 
half of all undergraduates leave campus before 2:00 p.m. 

While the majority of commuters expressed interest in a social function for com- 
muters, married students were less likely than single students to respond that 
they would participate. » Commuters were less likely to report they would attend 
social functidhs as their classification increased* 



/ . * EEXXMMENDATIjS»JS * ; ^ " ,4 

1. A ispecial emphasis should be given to prottding J3^y lounges in libraries and . * 
> lounges with' free telephones fdr local calls in the i^ussell House, The allocation 

of such space is considered a priority it^^m^f or; CQcamiter students • *- ^ 

2. The Student Government Association should study pore seriously the ^tablisl^ent of ^ 
a se^ice and programming organization for commuters/ If such an orgaij-ization w6re 
established, wide-spread publication shotild be provided to inform commuters of its 

- ' existance. • / . • " ^ * 

3. The Division pf Students Affairs should study new v^ays of providing :^pfopnation to 
commutei;s about current can^jus ev^ts. ^ ' . • - 

4. Over .90% of all' students use JBE G>l/IK7pC^K arid, departmental bulletin boards as a 

source of information. At the same time,, they report that the most ic^Jortant 

service the University could provide for xionkuters would be current inforpiation 

' * >. _ ' * , 

about campus events/ Because of these findings. TM G^COCK i^i^lt should re- 
• '^^ ' - ^ ' 

examine their methods and points of distribution/ The Division of Student Affairs 

' > / ' ' - ^ V . ^ . ^ 

and the Student Government Association should investigate Ways to disbribute infoV- 

mation about current cantpus events, wilAin academi^ departments. 

5. ^ Freshmen should be informed of available sources "of campus information during the 

orientation process* TM GAMECOCK staff should make some additional effort to 
inform freshmen commuters of its existance. 

6. In planning programs, the University Union should keep in mind that over two thirds 
of all students are commuters and that half of all undergraduate commuters leave 
canes' before 2:00 p.m. 

7. Since the majority 6f all commuters express interest in social functions, such 
events should be viewed 'as viable programming possibilities. 
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. ^ ' APPENDIX A ' 

' • » COMMUTER STUDENT OP^IONNAIRE 

Dear U.S.C. gtudent: * ' ^ vS>u j i ^ 

In order that the needs of of f-campua students can be idenUf ied and considered lb decision 

making processes, the Student Affairs Division, of iSie University, of South Carolina" has de- ' 

vised the following opinioim^ire . This instnanent/fs being sent to a random sampLe' of 

co33uuter students and will ^ require only a £e^ minutes of your titoe %o con^lete, ■ Hh^ you 
,have co:splete4*the opinionnaire^ please return it in the. endXoBed self-ad^dressc^ retism \ 
envelope. - * ^ ; . / / , ' ■ . • \: 



Maid > larried "'^ J'reshman^ ^Seni6r ■ ^- - 

, F emale ^ ' S ingly . J Sophomore ; I ^vi . , ; .'C,,:.^ ^ ' 

, " Other Junior ♦ ' > G raduate 

Incnediately prior to enrolling in USC, I havd lived in 5 / . ' *' 

■ • g outhrCarolina^ - ' Another State A nother i^ation 

1. Would you- use the following facilities if they were available gn campus? 

YES NO 

Loimgss with free telephones for local Calls ^ ^ 

Lockers (currently existing) * - . 

Dayj^eds in lodges ' / 

Mail boxes (currently existing) . 

Study lounges in libraries 

Other (specify) ' • \ ' . . 1, \ — ^ — 



2. How important do pu think it is that a' servicS and programming organization be designee 
specifically foe off-carapus students? 

Not important Somewhat important Very important 

-Would you be an active participant in such an organization? Yes No 

3. Howinportant to you is^it that: Not . Somewhat Very . 
* * Importcint Importemt important 

The Uni^/orsity aid you in your transpor- 
tation/parking problems by providing 

shuttle buses from outlying campus ' 

parking lots, , 

** " , ♦ 

The University should aid students * ' 

in the formation of carpools. . . ^ . 

Current information abdut campus events 
* be more readily available • ' . . 

Aid be given to students i4i their search 
for off-campus housing (for students 
, not living with parents) . * _ ^ * 

Educational, cultural, and social events 

be planned specifically for commuters. _L 




How often do you use the following sources to become informed about campus events or 
services? Place a check in the column that most nearly represents your average psage, 

NEVER MONTHLY . WEEKLY TWICE A WEEK DAILY 
Departmental bulletin boards ^ , . 

urn GAMECOCK * ^ ' . , — : — 

Russell House bulletin boar||p r- 

Outdoor bulletin boards ' . -1- 

5. A), On the average what time do you normally leave campus? ^ 

b efore noon ' ' 1 p.m. ' 2 p.m. ^3 p,m. 4 p^nu after 4 p,m, 

B) On the average hew often do you return to campus after 6:00 p.m.? 

more than once a week once a week ppce a jnonth I ^less "than once -a mont 

♦ • 

Would you attend a ^ocial function specifically for commuters (such as a wine and 

- a^a^^^^MMM^^M^ - — — — ■- 



South Carolina toother State Another Nation 



1. Would you use the following facilities if they were availfcj^le on caii5)us? 
^ \ ; ' ' ' ' YES NO 

' foxulges. with free .telephones for local ^alls ^ 

Eockers {currently existing) . > ^ . 

Day beds in iouhges : - * * ^ 

•Mail boKes ' (durrcnt^y existing) ^ 

Stu<3y lounges in libraries ' 

Other (specify) 



2. Hov important, ^oypu think it is that a service and prograimning organization be designed 
; specifically for off-carapus students? . ^ 

Not ijnportant Somewhat importan t - Very important ' 

Would you "be an active participant in such an organization? Yes N o ' s'' 

3. How important to you is' it that? Not Somewhat Very Z,*^-/ 



1^ 



The University aid you in your transpor- 
tation/parking problems by providing 
shuttle buses from outlying campus 
parking dots-. 

The University should aid students ^ 
in the formation of carpools. 



Important Important ' Impoiftan^ 



Ciorrent information about campus events ,\:^ 

be more readily available. . ^ 'j 

I Aid be given to students in thefe search 
for^^ of f -campus housing (for students 

not living with parents) . * 

Educational, cultural/ and social events 

be planned specifically for commuters. 



How often do you use the following sources to become informed about campus events or 
services? Place "a check in the column that most nearly represents your average usage. 



Depa!rttaental bulletin boards 
THE GAMECOCK 

Russell House bulletin boards 
Outdoor bulletin boards 



NEVER MONTHLY WEEKLY TWI Cg A WEEK DAILY 

■" * . c ■■ 



.5. A) On the average what time do you normally leave campus? 

before noon 1 p.m. 2 p.m. 3 p.m. 4 p.m. after 4 p.m. 

B) On the average hew 'often do you return to campus after 6:00 p.m.? 

nore than once a week once a week once a month lesx.than once a month! 

6. Uould you attend a social function specifically for commuters (such as a wine and 
cheese. party) ' if ^t were held: 

a) during the day while you were on campus? Yes • No 

b) • at. night and meant returning to campus? - Yes No 

7. Please use the bacJ^ of this questionnaire to let us know of other concerns you have 
as commuters. 
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APPENDIX B 



V -Characteristics of Re.spondents 



Sex 



Marital Status 



Male 
Female 



Married 

gingle 

Other 



Frequency 

122 
101 



79 
132 
7 



Percentage 

54,7 
45.3 



36*2 
60.6 
3.2 



Classification 



Freshman 

Sophomore 

Jvinior 

Senior 

Graduate 

Law . . 



36 
35 
46 
'43 
47 
12 



16.4 
16.0 
21.0 
19.6 
21.5 
5.5 



Residency 



South. Carolina 
Another State 
Another Nation 
No Response 



Total Sample Size 



178 
45 
2 
1 

'231 



78.8 
19.9 
0.9 
0.4 

100^0 
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